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INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY 

EXAMINATION REPORT International application No. PCT/EP 03/1 1 848 

1. Basis of the report 

Description, Pages 

1 " 154 as originally filed 

Claims, Numbers 

1 * 8 as originally filed 

2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to thi<* a,^**, ; n «, 
language in wh.ch the international application was filed, unless cJhSSSl^ " the 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language: , which is: 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of the international search (under Rule 23.1(b)). 

□ the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

° . RutoSif^rV^ 0 " fUm,Shed f ° r the PUrp ° SeS ° f inter ^iona. pre.iminary examination (under 

3 - SMMS^^ * the 

□ contained in the international application in written form. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

D ssssass? ssSE^v^tsar- ,fe,in9 does not 90 «» *— » 

° ItonlThS 0 ™" 00 reC ° rded in COmpUtar readable <° m te «° •» »H«e„ sequence 

4. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims, Nos.: 

□ the drawings, sheets: 

5 ' ° KnTSo?^ * ^ made, since ,hey heve 

SpSff*"™" 1 3heet oonte *'*» ««* amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this 
6. Additional observations, if necessary: 
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Si. NorvesaoMshment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and Industrial applicability 

K°r^^^^ 
□ the entire international application, 
SI claims Nos. 6,8 
because: 

" KWrnl^^ 
see separate sheet 

see separate sheet 

D couifbe fcES" ^ ^ m S ° inade ^ ate «V ^PP°rted by the description that no meaningful opinion 
El no international search report has been established for the said claims Nos 8 

□ the written form has not been furnished or does not comply with the Standard. 

□ the computer readable form has not been furnished or does not comply with the Standard. 

V " S^^^ "ove,ty, inventive step or industria, appHcabiHty; 

1. Statement 
Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) 

Industrial applicability (IA) 

2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Yes: 


Claims 




No: 


Claims 


1,5,7 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-5,7 
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III NON-ESTABLISHMENT 

Claim R (part) relates tc s^bject-maiLei considered oy this Authority to be covered 
by the provisions of Rule 67. 1 (iv) PCT. 

Furthermore claim 6 lacks a category. It therefore bears an unclarity to such an 
extend that no meaningful examination can be carried out. Accordingly no opinion 
will be given on the subject matter of claim 6. 

No search has been carried out for claim 8. Accordingly no examination will be 
earned out with respect to this claim (Rule 66.1 e). 

V REASONED STATEMENT 

1. PRIOR ART 

The documents cited in the International Search Report 

D1 : PATENT ABSTRACTS OF JAPAN vol. 2000, no. 06, 22 September 2000 
(2000-09-22) -& JP 2000 086603 A (YOSHITOMI PHARMACEUT IND LTD) 
28 March 2000 (2000-03-28) 

D2: EP-A-0 209 843 (KANEBO) 28 January 1987 (1987-01-28) 

have been considered for the examination procedure. 
2. NOVELTY 

The subject-matter of the Claims is anticipated by D1 . D1 discloses overlapping 
definitions and an example that falls within said overlap (see general expression 
see p. 273,example 76. 

Therefore, the claimed subject-matter is considered not to be novel. (Article 33(2) 



INVENTIVE STEP 



The subject-matter of the novel part Claims appears to fulfil the requirements of 
Article 33(3) PCT for the following reasons: 
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The problem of the present application may be seen in the provision of further 
piperazinyl-propenone derivatives which are useful in the treatment of diseases 
that involve mi gr otj on 2r>cj activation of monocytes and T-ceils, including 
inflammatory diseases. 

At the moment no structurally close prior art appears to be available that discloses 
compounds of the same use. 

It is derivable from the description that tests have been carried out that proof the 
alleged activity. 

Accordingly inventive step can be acknowledged. 

In the regional phase it might become necessary to name at least one exemplified 
compound for which a test has been carried out in order to asses whether the 
generalisation of claim 1 appears to be plausible. 
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